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Washington , DC 2 0231 

Sir: 

This is a Reply Brief under 37 C.F.R. §1.192 responding 
to the Examiner's Answer dated June 3, 2002 (Paper No. 12). 

Regarding the issue of whether the Examiner erred in 
rejecting claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,260,797 to Muraji et al . in view 
of U.S. Patent 5,831,709 to Song, it appears from the Examiner's 
Answer that this rejection has been withdrawn. Accordingly, this 
rejection need not be addressed further by the Appellants. 

According to the Examiner's Answer, it appears that both 
parties agree that Muraji et al . '797 and Imai '128 do not 
disclose, teach or suggest that luminance can be substituted for 
chrominance, or that a chrominance non-uniformity correction 
signal or the superimposition of chrominance non-uniformity 
correction signal is placed on the primary color video signal. 
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The Examiner alleges that the Muraji et al . x 797 "teaches" 
superimposing of a correction signal to a primary color for 
canceling chrominance, and that this is "similar" to the claimed 
invention. However, this is incorrect, as Muraji et al . x 797 
disclose a projection type image display apparatus with a circuit 
for correcting luminance non-uniformity. As stated in the 
summary, "The red and blue color component signals of an input 
video signal are corrected independently of one another so that 
their luminance is commensurate with that of the green component 
signal." Column 2, lines 52-55. This is accomplished using a 
signal correction circuit 69, so that "a luminance distribution 
on said screen by each of said three projection lenses becomes a 
predetermined nonuniform luminance distribution according to the 
predetermined correction data, thereby correcting the 
nonunif ormity of the luminance caused by the optical device." 
See column 2, lines 37-45 (emphasis added). At no point in 
Muraji et al . '797 is it disclosed, taught or suggested that 
luminance can be substituted for chrominance, or that there is a 
direct correlation between correcting luminance nonunif ormity 
with correcting chrominance nonunif ormity , or that an apparatus 
that corrects for luminance nonunif ormity can be used to correct 
for chrominance nonunif ormity , or that the apparatus of Muraji et 
al . v 797 can be used to correct for chrominance nonunif ormity . 

Furthermore, at no point does the Office Action allege that 
luminance can be substituted for chrominance, or that there is a 
direct correlation between correcting luminance non-uniformity 
with correcting chrominance non-uniformity, or that an apparatus 
that corrects for luminance non-uniformity can be used to correct 
for chrominance non-uniformity, or that the apparatus of Muraji 
et al. "797 can be used to correct for chrominance non- 
uniformity. 
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All other arguments presented in the Appeal Brief remain as 
stated. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing reasons, Appellant submits that the 
final rejection of claims 1-10 is improper and should not be 
sustained. Therefore, a reversal of the Final Rejection of 
November 27, 2001, as to claims 1-10, is respectfully requested. 



Date: 



Rader, Fishman & Grauer PLLC 
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1233 20th Street, N.W. 
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Telephone: (202) 955-3750 
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Customer No.: 23353 

Should additional fees be necessary in connection with the fiiina of this paper, or if a petition for 
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